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As the Seventh-day Adventist Church has developed from a small group of rather poor believers to a
well-established and prosperous world-wide body it
has experienced growing pains. Sociologists describe the process as one of movement from sect to
denomination. Whatever the terms one uses,
however, the development process itself has been at
times difficult. Three of the articles in this issue
directly chronicle some of the changes and pains
involved.
The early Seventh-day Adventists opposed political activity - at least beyond voting - by church
members. They believed they had a more important
task than working for earthly kingdoms, and furthermore felt that such involvement would compromise
both denominational and personal integrity. Ironically, the strong Adventist temperance position
helped push one of the church's ministers into the
political arena of Battle Creek, a town where Adventists constituted a significant part of the population.
In retrospect, it seems as if entrance of an Adventist
into politics on the basis of the temperance issue was
inevitable. Whether or not it was, William Gage's
term as mayor proved difficult, as John Kearnes
shows, thereby confirming the negative view
Adventists held of political activity.
A little more than thirty years later, though,
another Adventist, George A. Williams of Nebraska,
entered politics. Rising to lieutenant .governor and
candidate for governor, he surprisingly received the
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support of denominational leadership. In telling this
story, William White does not speculate on whether
the changed attitude toward politics was simply an
aberration of the times or a reflection of a deeper
change in the Adventist world view whereby
Adventists had become more accepting of their
social environment. To answer that question will
require wide-ranging research and analysis - work
that needs to be done.
Where the controversy over political involvement
causes us to examine the relationship of Adventists
to the larger society, Raymond Cottrell's memoir of
the Biblical Research Fellowship reminds us of the
tensions resulting from intellectual development
within the church. The Seventh-day Adventist
commitment to education has - and again it seems
inevitable - produced scholars interested in study
and research with the result that sometimes longheld views are re-examined. Such activity has not
always sat well with administrators who are
primarily concerned with action rather than reflection, nor has it easily fit into the denominational selfimage as possessor of ' 'the Truth. " Whether
Cottrell's story of the Fellowship's rise and fall
teaches us how to face such problems is for others to
decide, but it certainly carries the message that
change, though inescapable, is not dealt with easily.
Perhaps by understanding the process of change
as it occurred in the past we can more successfully
deal with the present.
G.L.
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Mabel Grubb became the wife of George Williams
two years after this photograph was taken.

George Arthur Williams as he appeared shortly before his marriage in 1888.

they attended meetings held by William Byington
White, President of the Nebraska Conference. Much
to the regret of both their families, George and
Mabel became convinced of the correctness of
Seventh-day Adventist teachings and were baptized
into church membership at the conclusion of those
meetings.
Two years after joining the Adventist church, the
Williams family moved to Alabama as self-supporting missionaries. Under Williams' leadership, a
church was organized at Citronelle and a building
erected. Williams found that he could not support his
expanding family, eventually to become seven
children. Concerned about Adventist educational
opportunities for his children, he moved the family to
Battle Creek, Michigan, in 1901, where he opened
and operated a successful mercantile business. After

the college and the publishing association moved,
and the sanitarium was destroyed by fire, Williams
moved to Franklin, Kentucky, and op'ened a
mercantile business there. Less than a year later, in
December, 1903, he assumed the management of the
Southern' Training School store in Graysville,
Tennessee. While at Graysville, Williams completed
a business course at the school and concluded his
formal education.
Having demonstrated his business abilities at
Graysville, Williams was called to Atlanta in 1908 to
serve as manager of the Atlanta Sanitarium. In
December, 1909, he took his family back to Nebraska
where they settled in Harlan County. After two years
of farming he became business manager of the
Nebraska Sanitarium in Hastings. He operated a
farm north of Hastings and while there served as
elder of the Hastings church. After twenty years
away from the Fairmont farm, Williams returned
there in 1914 and once again took up full-time
farming.

William White serves as assistant principal of the
Andrews University Academy.
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ILLIAMS WAS well-liked and respected
by his neighbors and fellow farmers.
During World War I he served on the
Filln:ore County Council of Defense and
managed the county's second American
Red Cross fund drive. He was also a longtime member of the Sons of Union Veterans. During the spring
and summer of 1918, his friends convinced him to
run for a seat in the state House of Representatives.
Before filing for the Republican nomination from the
Forty-first District, Williams sought counsel from
Nebraska Conference officials. Receiving their blessings, he entered the August Republican primary,
was nominated, and then elected in the November
general election. His record apparently pleased his
constituents,
for in the 1920 primary he ran
unopposed for the Republican nomination.
Endorsing Williams for a second term, the
Nebraska Signal said:
The same integrity and high sense of morality
that has always characterized his home life and
his business relations marked his course in the
legislature. He was always found on the right side
of questions involving morality, clean citizenship
and that have to do with the rights of the people.

George and Mabel Williams are pictured with five of
their eight children. This portrait was taken about
1902 in Battle Creek, Michigan.

William Byington White, president of the Nebraska
Conference, converted Williams and his wife to
Seventh-day Adventism in 1893.
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Williams represented the Forty-first District in the
Nebraska State House of Representatives for two
terms.

more committees and only five members of the
100 served on as many committees as did Mr.
Williams. He was chairman of the railroad
committee, secretary of the road and bridge
committee and a member also of the committee
on school lands and funds, conference committee,
code committee and sifting committee. Membership on the sifting committee, appointed near the
close of each sessi9n, is always eagerly sought. At
various times Mr. Williams was chosen to preside
over the house while in committee of the whole
and not even in the heat of debate were any of his
rulings ever questioned. Mr. Williams alone or in
connection with other members introduced
thirteen bills, ten of which became laws.

In 1918 George Williams ran successfully for the
Nebraska State House of Representatives on the
Republican Party ticket.
courtesy: William G. White
Being a man of broad ,education and wide
business experienc'e, and the same hard worker in
the legislature that ..he is on his farm, he was able
to impress his personality on his fellow members
and exert an. influence that was somewhat
unusual. The daily newspaper frequently referred
; to him as one of the leading members'of.the house
and his counsel was frequently sought by
members of both houses and by state officials. No
member of the house was made a member of

The Signal also endorsed Williams for the speakership of the House which he had indicated his
willingn~ss to accept, but which he was not actively
s~eking. The paper said,

About 1911 Williams became business manager of
the Nebraska Sanitarium in Hastings, Nebraska.
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No doubt there is considerable excellent
,material in the house for the speakership, but
probably no member is better qualified by
education and wide experience than Mr.
Williams. He is a man of fine education. He.is a
good parliamentarian and an able public speaker.
His ability as a presiding officer was demonstrated on several occasions during the session
two years ago. He has had a wide experience in
business' as a farmer. He is a real dirt farmer and
has been such for a number of years and he is an
intelligent'student of the many trying problems
that now confront the farmer and the stock raiser.
An element not always considered in the selection
of men for public place is Christian character and
the study of manhood that puts their possessor

above petty suspicion, even though his constituents may not always agree with him on every
detail of legislation and every element of public
policy.

In November, 1920 he was elected for a second
term as a state representative. While in the legislature he introduced the glaring headlight bill, was a
strong leader in the framing and passage of highway
legislation, and was singularly responsible for the
passage of a sound, workable ~ooperative hail insurance law. He ardently supported ratification of the
Eighteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution and led in the development of the civil administration code and many other measures. One of his
most pleasant tasks was co-sponsoring the Nebraska
Capitol Bill, at the request of Governor Samuel R.
McKelvie, which initiated construction of Nebraska's
third capitol. One newspaper in reporting Williams'
second term, said,
Representative George A. Williams of Fillmore, chairman of the house committee on
committees, and prominent among the several
floor leaders, is generally considered gubernatorial material on the Republican side. Mr. Williams
did not make political hay, although it is probable
that he indulged in more work and worry than any
other member of the lower house. He is classified
as level-headed, a clean hard fighter, a conscientious, diplomatic leader in the cause of his party
even though sometimes singed by his own
diplomacy, and of analytic mind. As chairman of
the committee on revenue and taxation and
several conference groups, his duties were at all
times difficult. The fact became known early in
the sessIon to new members as already it was
known to old members that Mr. Williams was
close to the governor. This made him the target of
the anti-administration crowd, of which the four
Democrats were not the ring leaders.

Williams, however, did not run for governor.
Instead he sought the Republican nomination for
Secretary of State in the 1922 primary-and
lost.
Even though out of office, Williams lost none of his
interest in state and local politics. He corresponded
with his friend, United States Senator George W.
Norris of Nebraska, and supported Norris' proposed
constitutional amendment to replace the electoral
college with direct election of the president.
Williams also favored Norris' unicameral legislative
plan for Nebraska.
After a three-year absence from state politics,
Williams ran successfully for the Republican
nomination for lieutenant governor in the spring of
1924 and was elected in the November general election. Re-elected twice more in succession, he served
as lieutenant governor from 1925 to 1931, four years
with Governor Adam McMullen~ and two years with
Governor Arthur J. Weaver.
The primary function of the lieutenant governor
was to serve as presiding officer of the state Senate.

While no longer involved in the formulation of bills,
he was highly respected by both parties as a fair and
talented parliamentarian. It was reported that during
his six years as presiding officer of the Senate he
never made a parliamentary mistake.
Much of Williams' time away from the four-month
legislative sessions was spent in traveling and
speaking in all parts of the state at gatherings such
as the state fair, homecomings, church meetings,
and patriotic and historical events. Williams was a
good public speaker and always left his audiences
with something serious about which to think, and
with some humor as well. Always popular with the
ladies, Williams would sometimes begin an address
by saying something like "I understood this was to
be a gathering of husbands and wives, but I see you
men have brought your daughters with you."
During his six years as lieutenant governor he
witnessed the fruition of the capitol bill, which he
had co-sponsored; he was the first man to occupy the
lieutenant governor's office in the new building and
the first to preside over the state Senate in the new
capitol building.
Throughout the 1920's the Ku Klux Klan had considerable popularity in Nebraska, claiming 15,000
members by the early 1930's. Common among state
officials, membership was viewed as an asset in most
Republican circles, because it stood for things seen
as the major issues of that period and region: pro-

United States' Senator George W. Norris was one of
the prominent Nebraska politicians with whom
Williams was personally acquainted.
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Williams was elected to the Nebraska legislature
while it was meeting in the second state capitol
building.

hibition, antipornography, separation of church and
state, prayer in public schools, antisexual promiscuity, and law'and order. It is apparent that Williams
had ties with the organization, though records are
nonexistent. Long before the upsurge of human
rights issues, however, Lieutenant Governor Williams demonstrated his personal concern on these
matters that would seize national attention in the
60's and 70's. Indeed, his own Republicanism and
his Christian conscience would not have permitted
him to adopt stances such as identified the Klan later
in the century-as his life and his 1932 statements
attest:
My father, a Civil War veteran, taught me the
principles of Lincoln republicanism when a boy.
For more than forty years I have by vote and voice
supported those principles. All thru [sic] the
years I have never waivered in the belief that
those principles enunciated by Lincoln and
exemplified in the lives of McKinley, [Theodore]
Roosevelt, and a host of others have been the
chief factor in the wonderful progress and
prosperity of our country. ... Lincoln's great
concern was for the welfare of the people; for the
preservation of the rights and privileges. His
great heart was touched and his indignation
aroused as he marked the evidences of oppression
and inequality. He stood for equal opportunity for
all, high or low, rich or poor, but his chief concern
was for the common people who could not protect
themselves.

Williams also believed in economy in government.
In remarks to the state Senate in 1929, he informed
the senators that the 1927 session of the legislature
cost the taxpayers $184,328 and the cost per day for
each branch was $1,152. He broke this down to the
point that a five-minute speech cost the people '$24
and a one-minute speech cost $4.80. He concluded,
"True economy is the economy of time. Are your
speeches in harmony with this principle?"
30

S LIEUTENANT governor, Williams
rendered valuable assistance in preparing Union College, the Seventh-day
Adventist school located in Lincoln, for
accreditation by the North Central
Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools. He
approached the chancellor of the University of
Nebraska and persuaded him to give Union College
whatever moral and professional support possible.
The University was of some help to the college and
even offered President Milian Lauritz Andreasen an
honorary doctorate if he could secure accreditation
for the school, thus insuring Lincoln of one of its
three collegiate institutions. Andreasen accepted the
offer of help but turned down the honorary degree.
Union College finally achieved accreditation as a
degree-granting liberal arts college in 1937.
Sensing the impending disaster of the Republican
Party in the 1930 election, Williams did not enter the
primary. His third term as lieutenant governor ended
in January, 1931. Shortly after leaving office, his
advice was sought by his Democratic successor,
Lieutenant Governor Theodore W. Metcalfe. It
seems that Governor Charles W. Bryan (who along
with his brother William Jennings Bryan were
friends of Williams) left the state without notifying
the lieutenant governor. Metcalfe discovered his
absence and assumed his duties as acting governor.
Bryan was outraged. Williams' advice to Metcalfe on
how to handle the unpleasant situation is unknown,
for he kept no copy of his reply.
In late 1931 Williams began working to secure the
release of an inmate at the Nebraska State Penitentiary. James Hickman (fictitious name) had murdered two women in Valentine, Nebraska, in 1916. The
eighteen-year-old youth had been found guilty and
sentenced to be executed on June 23, 1916. On June
22, the state Supreme Court stayed the execution. In
August the court commuted the sentence to life
imprisonment. Jimmy was a good prisoner and by
1931 had apparently been converted from Roman
Catholicism to Seventh-day Adventism as a result of
the prison ministry of Lincoln businessman Charles
McWilliams. By 1931 Williams and Elder Sherman
E. Wight, formerly of Lincoln and then president of
the West Michigan Conference, were trying to
secure Jimmy's release and remove him to his home
state of Michigan. Hickman was released in
February, 1935 and audited classes at Emmanuel
Missionary College in Berrien Springs, Michigan,
that spring. During the summer he worked at a
lumber camp in Hastings, Michigan. Elder Wight
had become president of the Indiana Conference and
put Hickman to work that fallon the construction
crew at Indiana Academy. He also arranged a job for
him as engineer in an Adventist-owned mine at
Lafayette, Indiana. Hickman hoped to earn enough
money by the following September to enroll at
Emmanuel Missionary College. However, he never
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During Williams' terms as lieutenant governor of
Nebraska, the third state capitol was constructed
around the second building. The original one was
eventually demolished as work on the new building
progressed.

returned to college and there is no further record of
James Hickman.
Williams was missed in Lincoln and by 1931
supporters from allover the state were urging him to
run for governor in 1932. With the support of
ministers, judges, farmers, state legislators and
others, he entered the Republican primary in the
spring of 1932. Unfortunately, the Republican
primary elicited comparatively little press coverage.
Williams' staunch support of prohibition seems to
have weighed against him, and he saw that his
chance of winning was poor because of American
Legion support for his two opponents.
During the campaign Williams was commissioned
by Lieutenant Governor Metcalfe as an admiral in
the Great Navy of the State of Nebraska. Writing to
Metcalfe, a Democrat, Williams said, "I understand
the chief responsibility resting upon the Great Navy
of the State of Nebraska at this time is to see to it that
the coming election shall result in every position in
the Ship of State being filled with worthy republicans
[sic] and that the democrats [sic] be cast into the
depths of the sea to the end that Nebraska may again
resume her rightful place as the greatest state .... "
Williams' primary campaign was characterized by
extensive traveling and speech-making. Some of his
efforts were undermined, though, by a selfappointed, well-meaning campaigner who irritated
some influential voters. Williams proposed a

reduction in automobile license fees and reform of
the property tax system. Despite his efforts and his
spotless personal and public record, he decided to
withdraw from the primary. Between April and
November, Williams campaigned for Republican
nominee Dwight Griswold and for the national ticket
at the request of the Republican National Committee. Ultimately, 1932 was a disastrous year for the
Republicans both nationally and in Nebraska.
Charles W. Bryan was reelected governor.
By 1934the Democrats exercised such control over
state politics that Williams gave little thought to
running for public office. However, by 1936 he contemplated running for Secretary of State. Many of
his friends in government urged him to run for
lieutenant governor. They felt his experience and
abilities would be valuable as Nebraska launched its
unicameral legislature in 1937. He sought and
obtained the lieutenant gubernatorial nomination,
and in the campaign that followed pledged himself to
support a revision of the tax system, a teacher
retirement plan, an increase in teaching credential
requirements, and the ratification of the child labor
amendment.

The Nebraska State Capitol Building as it appeared
after completion. Having sowed seed by hand in his
youth, Williams questioned the correctness of the
stance of the sower.
courtesy: Harry C. Turner
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Williams' membership in the Anti-Saloon League
proved to be a problem. One. advisor warned him
that if he could not convince the liquor faction that he
was not a fanatic or if he maintained the attitude of
the Anti-Saloon League as he had in 1932, it would
spell defeat for the ticket. Whether he was able to
mellow his stand on liquor may never be known, for
the 1936 Democratic landslide buried the Nebraska
Republicans in defeat. George Williams was 72 and
never ran for public office again.

Governor Adam McMullen and his lieutenant
governor were pictured together in this political
cartoon.
courtesy: William G. White

PART FROM HIS partisan political
activities, Williams had a long-standing
interest in religious liberty. He was
active in religious liberty affairs during
his years -in and out of public office.
Concerned about the poor job Adventist clergy were
doing in their contacts with public officials, Williams
authored an article in The Ministry, a publication for
Adventist ministers, in 1931 in which he pled for a
more refined approach to government leaders. Some
of his work was as a ' 'trouble-shooter' , for the
General Conference Religious Liberty Department
which frequently called upon him to assist Adventists having difficulty with Sunday closing laws.
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During the 1930's and early 1940's, Williams also
authored a number of articles for Liberty, the Adventist religious liberty journal, receiving three
dollars for each.
At the 1936 General Conference session in San
Francisco, Williams presented a paper at the request
of Charles S. Longacre, Secretary of the Religious
Liberty Department. Longacre was unashamedly
Republican and was pleased that Williams was at
that time the Republican candidate for lieutenant
governor of Nebraska, and that a California
Adventist, Alonzo L. Baker, Associate Editor of
Signs of the Times, was a Republican candidate for
the U.S. House of Representatives. Longacre had
asked Williams to become his associate secretary.
He was sure, however, that Williams would be
elected. It was decided to offer the position to Baker
in the unlikely event that he was not elected. Baker,
however, lost the election and refused Longacre's
offer.
As noted earlier, Williams was an ardent prohibitionist. While campaigning for lieutenant governor
in 1928, he paid nearly $900 for 50,000 copies of a
special "prohibition" issue of Signs of the Times,
another Adventist publication, which were distributed in Nebraska. During his years in office, he
continued his prohibition efforts and spoke frequently before Woman's Christian Temperance Union
groups and others. He joined the Anti-Saloon League
of Nebraska and was elected president for 1936. He
resigned his position when he was running for the
Republican gubernatorial nomination in the spring of
that year, but stubbornly refused to surrender his
convictions. This may well have cost him the election
in November.
In the 1940's Williams served as a member and
eventually vice-president of the Allied Dry Forces of
Nebraska. Even when his health began to fail in
1945, the organization refused to accept his resignation as vice-president.
Soon after his "retirement"
from politics,
Williams was appointed a member of the C'entral
Union Conference and Nebraska Conference Committees, the Shelton Academy (now Platte Valley
Academy) Board of Trustees, the Union College
Board of Trustees, and the boards of management of
Boulder Sanitarium and Porter Memorial Hospital in
Colorado. His advice was always sought and his
presence lent prestige to each of the groups in which
he served.
IS RETIREMENT from politics did not
mark an end to his interest in good
government. He carried on active correspondence with public officials,
including Nebraska's
congressional
representatives. Not surprisingly, Williams strongly
opposed Franklin D. Roosevelt and his New Deal
programs. United States Senator Kenneth S. Wherry
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The farm near Fairmont, Nebraska, to which Williams brought his family after an absence of some
twenty years, appeared like this before the remodeling and modernizing began.
During the years that he served in elective office,
and even afterwards, Williams was a faithful reader
of the newspaper and the Congressional Record.

asked Williams to keep him informed of his opinions
on political matters. In 1944, at Senator Wherry's
request, Senator Hugh Butler placed a letter from
Williams concerning agricultural legislation in The
Congressional Record. Williams also corresponded
with his good friend, Representative Carl T. Curtis,
whom he had early encouraged to run for public
office.
Williams came out of retirement in the spring of
1942to serve for about four months as interim pastor
of the Lincoln City (now Capitol View) Seventh-day
Adventist Church. He had attended this church
while serving in the legislature and as lieutenant
governor. During his brief pastorate there in 1942,
he led the congregation in paying off the church
mortgage. Called upon to help solve a war-time visa
problem for an Adventist minister, Williams called
on Senator Butler for assistance. In working out this
problem, Senator Butler wrote to a State Department
official, " ... former Lieutenant Governor George
Williains of Fairmont, Nebraska, .. .is one of the outstanding citizens of the state, known perhaps to
more people individually than any other man in the
state. No one has a better reputation than Mr.
Williams .... ' ,
Williams' health had begun to fail during the early
1940's. After several hospitalizations and surgeries,
George A. Williams died at Boulder Sanitarium in

July, 1946. Funeral services were held in Fai~ont
with Elders Neal C. Wilson, Carl Sundin, and Daniel
E. Venden officiating.

An informal portrait shows George and Mabel Williams relaxing on vacation at Laguna Beach, California.

EW SEVENTH-DAY Adventists have
ever been elected to public office, and
most of the exceptions have been in
recent years. Yet George A. Williamsa devout Seventh-day Adventist, and a
dirt farmer with little formal education-was prominent in Nebraska politics for nearly twenty years. His

political successes and failures can probably be
attributed to the same characteristic-devotion
to
principle. His unswerving support for economy in
government and for prohibition cost him votes in his
later campaigns. But while losing his last two
election bids, he never lost the respect of the leaders
of both parties. Writing to Williams in late 1944,
Senator Wherry's chief aide said, "You little know,
George, how much all of us appreciate hearing from

In October, 1938 the Williamses
50th wedding anniversary.

celebrated

their

Williams came out of retirement in the spring of 1942
to serve for about four months as interim pastor of
the Lincoln City (now Capitol View) Seventh-day
Adventist Church.
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you because every [sic] since my first contact with
you in 1936 I have realized how fundamentally sound
and sincere you are. Frankly, you're my ideal of a
real public servant and a real American." A
Nebraska state official once wrote "[you are] ... one
politician who never trimmed his religious ideals one
particle for popularity or votes. Such men are all too
few .... "
Perhaps a Republican Party leader said it best in
1932 when discussing with Williams his primary
campaign possibilities. He concluded by saying,
"George, you're just too honest to be elected
governor." Among the letters, speeches, sermons,
and other materials left behind by Williams, there is
a yellowed and worn carbon copy of a quotation,
now well-known among Adventists, from a book
which at the time had not yet been printed. It reads
in part,
... Are you ambitious for education that you
may have a name and a position in the world?
Have you thoughts that you dare not express that
you may one day stand upon the summit of
intellectual greatness, that you may sit in deliberative and legislative councils and help to enact
laws for the nation? There is nothing wrong in
these aspirations .... You should be content with
no mean attainments. Aim high and spare no
pains to reach the standard.

George Arthur Williams aimed high and reached
the standard.
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Mabel Grubb Williams was born in 1870 and died in
1959.
courtesy: Ada Williams Turner
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THE BIBLE
RESEARCH
FELLOWSHIP

A Pioneering Seventlt-dall Adventist
Organization in J«trospeet

Raymond E Cottrell
[Editor's note: The Bible Research Fellowship,
conducted by the college Bible teachers of North
America between 1943 and 1952, was the pioneer
organization of the church devoted to cooperative
Bible study on the research level. The author of this
article, who served as secretary of the Fellowship
throughout its brief lifetime, has preserved
a
complete file of documents and correspondence
related to the Fellowship. The majority of the
historical facts presented here are taken from this
documentary archive. The secretary's complete personal file of all papers presented to the Fellowship is
in the Heritage Room of the James White Memorial
Library, Andrews
University, Berrien Springs,
Michigan.]
OR MANY YEARS, the Seventh-day
Adventist college Bible teachers of
North America have met following the
quadrennial/quinquennial
session of
the General Conference, under General
Conference auspices, to counsel together on matters
of mutual interest and concern. The agenda has consisted of topics relating to principles, methodology,

and procedures in religious education, and to various
aspects of Biblical hermeneutics, interpretation, and
theology.
At the close of the 1940 Bible Teachers' Council in
Takoma Park, Maryland, consideration was given to
means by which the college Bible teachers could
share with one another their individual endeavors to
understand the Bible more perfectly, in order that all
might benefit from the labors of each, and that each
might benefit from the constructive criticism of all.
The minutes of the 1940 Council conclude by reporting:
At the conclusion of a very wonderful convention
all expressed their delight at having been
present, and a fellowship was organized called
the "College Bible Teachers' Fellowship." Elder
Andreason was unanimously elected as the
organizing secretary. An annual fee of $2.00 for
each member was agreed upon, this money to be
used in providing a monthly report from the
secretary, as a kind of exchange medium between

Formerly an associate editor of the REVIEW AND
HERALD, Raymond Cottrell is now retired and
living in California.
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the Bible teachers, and it was emphasized that
when anyone of the group found something of
particular interest that he would pass it on to the
others through this Fellowship. The Seminary
was asked to become the treasury for the Fellowship and inasmuch as by our vote we had pledged
ourselves to stand behind the Seminary, with our
prayers and our support, the Seminary thus
becoming the graduate school of our colleges, it
seemed the normal course for us to look to the
Seminary as the center of such an organization.

The thirty-five or so Bible teachers present paid
the stipulated annual dues to Milton Earl Kern, first
president of the Seventh-day Adventist Theological
Seminary. Elder Milian L. Andreasen, a teacher at
the Seminary and chairman of the Council, never implemented the planned College Bible Teachers'
Fellowship, however, and Elder Kern turned over
the dues intact to his successor, Denton E. Rebok, in
1943. At the 1944 Bible Teachers' Council Elder
Rebok proposed returning the dues, but the teachers
reaffirmed their intention with respect to the proposed Fellowship. Some suggested that the General
Conference Ministerial Association be asked to
operate the proposed medium of communication;
others averred that such an arrangement would give
it too "official" a "flavor."
At this point Dr. Leon L. Caviness, Biblical
languages teacher at Pacific Union College, told of
the monthly Sabbath afternoon meetings of the Bible
teachers there. On the last Sabbath afternoon of
March, 1943, they had met informally with a few
other teachers at his invitation. The afternoon was
devoted to reading and discussing a Bible research
paper I had recently completed summarizing one of
my personal study projects. At the close of the discussion those present agreed to meet on Sabbath
afternoon each month to consider a paper to be
presented by some member of the group. Over the
next fifteen months others joined the study group
and a few elsewhere in California became "corresponding members."
N THE YEARS leading up to, and
including World War II, international
events concentrated the attention of
Seventh-day Adventists on last-day
prophecies, particularly the identity of
the king of the north in Daniel 11 and the battle of
Armageddon in Revelation 16. In the decade prior to
Pearl Harbor, Adventist evangelists and publications, notably the Signs of the Times, were
confidently identifying Armageddon as a political
battle in Palestine; Japan and. the other nations of
the Orient as the kings of the east; and Turkey as the
king of the north, a pattern of interpretation to which
not a few of the Bible teachers took increasing exception. The extension of hostilities to the Pacific led
some Adventist ministers- William R. French at
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Pacific Union College, for example-to assure their
congregations that the entry of the Sunrise Kingdom
into the conflict made certain that World War II .
would climax in the Biblical Armageddon.
In response to these confident assertions from
Adventist pulpits and in the Adventist press, and
with a view to ascertaining their true import, Bible
teachers gave these prophecies careful study. In this
setting, the local study group at Angwin chose the
name' 'Eschatology Society," and at its first meeting
read and discussed my contextual-linguistic study on
"The Kings of the East."
After listening to Dr. Caviness' account of the
monthly meetings at Angwin over the preceding year
and a half, the college Bible teachers asked Elder
Rebok to transfer their dues from the custody of the
Seminary to Dr. Caviness, requesting that they be
accepted as corresponding members of his study
group at Angwin. Returning home, Dr. Caviness reorganized the Eschatology Society as the Bible
Research Fellowship, with the Bible teachers of the
colleges in North America as members.
Over the next six years the Bible Research Fellowship grew rapidly. All but six of the sixty-six Bible
teachers at the Seminary and in all Adventist English-language colleges around the world became
members. Several colleges reimbursed their Bible
teachers for membership dues in the Fellowship, on
the basis that it was a professional organization.
Most of the 190 or so Bible research papers
contributed to the Fellowship during its lifetime of
ten years were written by these members. A number
of pastors, evangelists, editors, and administrators
also requested membership and were accepted.
Dues, originally $2 per year, were later raised to $4.
Principal expenses of the Fellowship were the
duplication and mailing of papers, and correspondence. Dues and other funds were deposited jointly in
the names of Leon L. Caviness and Raymond F.
Cottrell in the St. Helena branch of the Bank of
America.
. Although the Bible. Research Fellowship was
brought into being by the college Bible teachers of
North America specifically to meet their own felt
need.for an organized way in which to make cooperative Bible study possible, the organization was never
more than quasi-official. Initiated at one of their
official quadrennial councils with the tacit blessing of
the General Conference, under whose auspices these
councils met, it was in the strict sense of the word
always unofficial.
In keeping with the request of the college Bible
teachers for membership in the Pacific Union
College study group, and by common consent, Dr.
Caviness continued to serve as paterfamilias of the
organization. He motivated the formation of the
original nucleus around which the Eschatology
Society, and later the Bible Research Fellowship,
grew. His qualifications for this assignment were his

competence in Biblical languages, teaching experience, a sound concept of Biblical hermeneutics, and
skill in personal relations and group dynamics. His
personal interest in research-level Bible study was
reflected in the considerable clerical work required
in evaluating, processing, duplicating, and distributing the many papers; in extensive correspondence
with individual members and the several chapters; in
his faithfulness to the trust the college Bible teachers reposed in him; in his initiative in counseling
with the Ministerial Association, the Ellen G. White
Estate, the Theological Seminary, and other agencies of the church; and in his loyalty to the church
and its leaders in everything and at all times. The
church is deeply indebted to him for pioneering what
proved to be a highly successful program of cooperative Biblical research and study. Throughout the
lifetime of the Fellowship he continued to serve as
chairman, and I served as secretary.
As time passed, additional chapters began meeting regularly on seven other campuses, and one conference president organized the pastors of his
conference into a Fellowship chapter. In my official
secretary's report to the college Bible teachers at the
1950 Council at Angwin, I reported a membership of
157 in the Fellowship. Of these, sixty-five were
college teachers and another twenty-eight resided
outside of North America. Seven (eventually seventeen) were from the General Conference, and the
remaining eighty-five were conference presidents,
departmental leaders, doctors, editors, pastors, and
evangelists. In response to the secretary's report,

the Bible teachers in attendance at the 1950 Council:
VOTED, that we extend an expression of
appreciation to the officers of the Bible Research
Fellowship for the splendid work they have done
in bringing into existence such a valuable
organization, and for the service it offers
ministers and Bible teachers in the exchange of
ideas and interpretations of difficult passages of
Scripture.

In 1951 membership stood at 204, and finally in
1952 at 256. Ninety-one percent of all Bible teachers
in all sixteen English-language colleges around the
world were members. Basically, the Bible Research
Fellowship remained their organization and served
the purpose for which they designed it, but persons
interested in serious Bible study serving the church
in many different capacities eventually made up the
majority of its membership.
As an unofficial organization, the Bible Research
Fellowship functioned with a minimum of organizational structure. It had no elected officers. Dr.
Caviness continued to lead in its activities, having
been asked to do so by the college Bible teachers of
North America, who appreciated his approach to
Bible research, the principles on which he succeeded
in getting thinking men of diverse minds to
cooperate on sensitive matters, and the demonParticipants in the 1940 Bible Teachers Council in
Takoma Park, Maryland, voted to organize the
College Bible Teachers Fellowship.
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At the 1944 Bible Conference, the teachers present reaffirmed their interest in a Bible teachers
fellowship. Elder Denton E. Rebok, second president
of the Theological Seminary from 1943 to 1951,
transferred dues from the Eschatology Society to Dr.
Leon L. Caviness for the proposed Bible Research
Fellowship.
credit: Review and Herald Publishing Association

strated success of the Fellowship's predecessor, the
Eschatology Society of Angwin.
N ALL OF THE Fellowship deliberations and exchanges of opinions over its
ten years of life, mutual respect prevailed for the sometimes diverse views
of its members. No vote was ever taken
for or against any particular point of view, or on any
paper presented for consideration. It never adopted
or advocated any particular interpretation
of
Scripture. It made no attempt to decide between
alternative views. It never expressed an opinion on
any subject, nor did it attempt to disseminate the
findings of any of its members. Papers were never
supposed to be given, loaned, or sold to non-members by anyone other than the author. The sole
purpose of the Fellowship was to provide a means of
communication and interaction among its members
in their individual research, for their own edification,
in order that all might benefit from the labors of each
and that each might benefit from the comments and
constructive criticism of his peers.
Research papers considered by the Fellowship
were sometimes requested, but usually were submitted voluntarily by members as reports of their
personal study projects. Of approximately 190
papers evaluated during its lifetime, about 120 were
accepted for formal consideration. At first the chairman and the secretary evaluated papers submitted.
Later, two other resident members of the Angwin
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chapter participated in the evaluation process, and
eventually a panel of six non-resident members was
set up to assist in the evaluation and to give counsel
when requested. These non-resident members were
appointed by Dr. Caviness from a list prepared at his
request by the General Conference Ministerial
Association. This panel included an evangelist, a
pastor, two administrators, and two Bible teachers.
From time to time lists of papers awaiting evaluation
were sent to the nine organized chapters for an
opinion as to which should be accepted for consideration, and the priority to be assigned various
papers.
As might be expected, manuscripts varied in
quality. They were judged on the basis of their
intrinsic quality as research papers and their potential value for study, irrespective of their point of
view. As a rule, research-type papers only were
accepted. Occasionally several papers dealing with
the same topic, and perhaps expressing diverse
points of view, were grouped together for consideration at the same meeting.
Once a paper was accepted, preliminary suggestions to strengthen the author's presentation-which
he was free to accept or reject-were often forwarded to him prior to duplication. The duplicated paper
was then sent out to all members and a date was set
for reading and discussing-it. Later, papers accepted
for consideration were duplicated in their original
form and sent out to all chapters. Suggestions from
the chapters were collated and sent to each author,
who might choose to revise his paper before it was
duplicated in final form and sent to all members.
At the Angwin chapter meetings the author, if
present, would read the paper and members would
ask questions and make comments. If the author
were not present, one of the resident members was
appointed in advance to read it for him, to represent
his point of view as accurately as possible, and to
answer questions for him as best he could. The
reading was followed by general discussion of the
subject. The secretary recorded, collated, and
summarized the comments for the record and for
passing on to the author to use as he saw fit.
Each Fellowship paper bore this notation immediately below the title:
Presented to the Bible Research Fellowship
Though presented to the Bible Research.
Fellowship, like all other papers it
represents no pronouncement of the
Fellowship.
Members were requested to hold Fellowship papers
in confidence. They were considered the personal
property of their respective authors, who retained
full control of them. An author might secure
additional copies of his paper for personal use, with
the above notation and mention of the Fellowship
deleted, and was free to use them as he deemed
appropriate.
.

The broad scope of Fellowship research is evident
from this sampling of titles:
"The Soul-"Winning Motive"
"The Two Covenants"
"The Shut Door"
"The King of the Lombards"
"Har-Mageddon' ,
"The Jubilee Calendar"
"Before the Veil"
"Melchisedec' ,
"This Generation"
"The Divorce Question"
"The Deity of Christ"
"The Sealing of the Saints"
"The Three Angels' Messages"
"Development of the Mystery of Iniquity"
"The Place of Christ in Spiritualism"
,'Spiritual Significance of the Sanctuary"
"The Four Divisions of Alexander's Empire"
"The Eternal Priesthood of Christ"
"The Chronology of the Hebrew Monarchies"
"How Long Shall Be the Vision?"
"The Prohibition of Unclean Meats"
"The Glory That Lightens the Earth"
"Pioneer Views on Daniel and Armageddon"
"The Privileges and Conditions of Stewardship"
"Historical Setting and Background of the Term
'Daily'"
"Meteoric Showers Seen as Heralds of the
Advent"
Among the authors were:
Wilfred J. Airey
Albert W. Anderson
Henry F. Brown
Leon. L. Caviness
Raymond F. Cottrell
LeRoy E. Froom
Edward Heppenstall
R. E. Hoen
George D."Keough
Stewart Kime
A. F. J. Kranz
Herbert C. Lacey
Roland E. Loasby
Charles S. Longacre
Meade 'MacGuire
Andrew Nelson
Walter A. Nelson
Albert V. Olson
H. O. Olson
George McCready Price
Paul E. Quimby
William A. Spicer
Edwin R. Thiele
Jean Vuilleumier
Guy F. Wolfkill
Alonzo J. Wearner
C. L. Woods

Dr. Leon L. Caviness, a Bible languages teacher at
Pacific Union College, was chairman of the Bible
Research Fellowship during the entire ten years of
its existence.
During the period of its existence, approximately 140
papers were evaluated by the Bible Research
-Fellowship and about 120 were accepted for formal
consideration. The Fellowship never adopted or
advocated any particular interpretation of Scripture;
its sole purpose was to provide a means of
communication and interaction among its members
in their individual research. courtesy: Lorna Linda University Heritage
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HE BIBLE Research Fellowship subscribed to the great fundamentals of the
Christian faith on which there is
general agreement among Seventh-day
Adventists. Its primary attention was
devoted to aspects of these fundamentals and to
passages of Scripture with respect to which there
was not yet substantial concensus, with a view to
clearer understanding of Scripture at these points.
Such matters obviously required the attention of
those in the church who, by training and experience,
were best qualified to investigate them on the basis
of sound principles of exegesis, in an environment
conducive to such study. The Bible Research Fellowship was the corporate response of the college Bible
teachers of the church to the emphatic counsel of
Ellen White:
There are mines of truth yet to be discovered by
the earnest seeker.
[We should enter into 1 a diligent study of the
Scriptures and a most critical examination of the
positions which we hold. God would have all the
bearings and positions of truth thoroughly and
perseveringly searched, with prayer and fasting.
Believers are not to rest in suppositions and
ill-defined ideas of what constitutes truth.
When no new questions are started by investigation of the Scriptures, when no difference of
opinion arises which will set men to searching the
Bible for themselves, to make sure that they have
the truth, there will be many now, as in ancient
time, who hold to tradition, and worship they
know not what.

The initiators of the Bible Research Fellowship believed that a full and fair investigation of all the
evidence is essential to genuine research, and promotes unity.
Fellowship members respected each other's personal integrity as dedicated Seventh-day Adventists.
Each was left free to form his own opinions and to
draw his own conclusions. The Fellowship's role was
to provide an environment in which effective group
study could take place. As Proverbs states, "In an
abundance of counselors there is safety."
Paradoxically, the Bible Research Fellowship, voluntarily but under pressure, terminated its activities
at the height of its success, in December, 1952, and
initiated the transfer of its role to the General Conference. From an original membership of thirty-five
in 1940-44, it had grown to more than 250 by 1952.
Two fundamental reasons were responsible for its
demise.
First, there existed a deep-seated difference of
opinion in the church with respect to the value and
importance of research-type Bible study. In favor of
the Fellowship and its approach to collective BIble
study on the research level were the college Bible
teachers in all sixteen Adventist English-language
colleges around the world, other college teachers,
44

Elder William H. Branson, President of the General
Conference from 1950 to 1954, misunderstood the
purpose of the Bible Research Fellowship and
recommended that it be disbanded. In its place was
established the Committee for Biblical Study and
Research of the General Conference.

editors, and many pastors and administrators in local
conferences and in the General Conference. Many of
their individual expressions of appreciation are on
record in the Bible Research Fellowship correspondence file. The collective expression of the Bible
teachers is on record in the minutes of the 1950
College Bible Teachers' Council. To my knowledge,
no member of the Fellowship ever questioned its
objectives, its spirit, or its modus operandi.
On the other hand, some non-members who knew
little, if anything, about the Fellowship or about
research-level Bible study objected to its existence.
They found its detailed analysis of Bible passages
and the investigation of alternative possible interpretations of these passages - with a view to providing
the church with a firmer Scripture basis for the proc-

William H. Branson, president of the General
Conference, are also a matter of record.
Secondly, for an unofficial organization such as the
Fellowship to function across administrative and
institutional lines, throughout North America and
around the world, without administrative supervision and control of the General Conference, was
considered by some administrators - including the
president of the General Conference-to be in violation of generally accepted denominational protocol.
Several individuals held this position irrespective of
the fact that the Fellowship was in every respect
completely loyal to the church, to its leaders, and to
its fundamental teachings. To my knowledge, no
member had ever criticized or questioned church
leadership at any level. It never occurred to us to do
so; our quest and concern was for truth of value to
the church.
Neither of these two factors seems to have been
sufficient in and of itself, however, to compromise
the viability of the Fellowship. But a situation that
developed in .Australia brought these two elements
together in a lethal combination that precipitated
action on the part of Elder Branson. The catena of
events deserves narration at some length as a case
study of the problems serious Biblical research and
study continues to encounter.

Dr. Vernon Hendershot, president of the Theological
S( ninary from 1951-1952, chaired the 1950 Bible
T, lchers' Council held at Pacific Union College.
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OUIS F. WERE of Australia attended
the 1950 General Conference Session in
San Francisco (July 10 to 19) at his own
expense and spent several days at
Angwin following the session. The 1950
General Conference-sponsored
Bible Teachers'
Council met on the campus of Pacific Union College
from July 23 to 30, and on his own initiative Brother
Were attended a number of the Council meetings
along with a few other interested teachers. Formerly
an Adventist minister, he had left the ministry as a
result of indiscretion on his part. An ardent Bible
student, he had published a number of books and
pamphlets on various subjects in which he set forth
at considerable length the results of his Bible study.
A subject on which Were wrote at some length was
the king of the north and Armageddon, a live topic
for discussion in the years leading up to and during
World War II. His views on Daniel 11 and Armageddon were similar to those of James White and
other pioneer Adventist Bible students but differed
from those of Uriah Smith, which church leaders in
Australia favored at the time. Despite their emphatic
disapproval, Were persisted in presenting and
publishing his views.
One of the assigned papers at the 1950 Bible
Teachers' Council dealt with the presentation of controversial subjects in the classroom. The morning
this paper was to be read, I suggested to Dr. Vernon

At the 1952 Bible Conference, Walter E. Read was
asked to direct the newly-established Office of Bible
Research at the General Conference and to set up a
permanent committee for Biblical study and research.

Hendershot, president of the Theological Seminary
and chairman of the Council, that it might be interesting to poll the teachers present on their views
with respect to a number of subjects that had occasioned controversy over the past half century. He
concurred, and I prepared a form on which each of
the Bible teachers could indicate his own understanding with respect to the various points of controversy. This was done immediately following the
reading of the paper on controversial views. Among
the items listed in the poll were various interpretations that had been given the king of the north and
Armageddon.
The poll revealed general unanimity on all of the
formerly controverted points, and complete agreement with respect to the king of the north and
Armageddon. A chorus of fervent "amens" greeted
my announcement of the results, and someone proposed that we sing the Doxology-which we did. The
Bible teachers voted that the poll results be included
in the official minutes of the Council.
The Bible teachers' agreement on the identity of
the king of the north and the nature of the battle of
Armageddon coincided with that for which Louis
Were had been severely criticized in Australia. He
returned to Australia, wrote K. J. Reynolds of the
General Conference Department of Education, with
the "report that the best theological brains among
the Adventists in America were giving full support to
the things he had been teaching for years in Australia against the opposition of the leading brethren.
So you see,"he has stirred up quite a tempest." As a
result Neal C. Wilson, Sr., president of the Division,
appealed to Elder Branson of the General Conference to deal appropriately with the situation. Elder
Branson responded by issuing a letter warning
church administrators against the Bible Research
Fellowship, setting up an ad hoc committee to study
the king of the north and Armageddon, and scheduling a large ecumenical Bible Conference for September, 1952, that would lay down the official line on
these and other subjects.
ONFUSING THE 1950 quadrennial
council of the college Bible teachers at
Angwin with the Angwin-based Bible
Research Fellowship, Elder Branson's
presidential letter, issued to church
administrators around the world, warned them
against the Bible Research Fellowship-which was
in no way involved with the situation in Australia
that precipitated his correspondence.
In this letter, dated October 7, 1951 (immediately
preceding the Fall Council), Elder Branson acknowledged that he "had "received very little of the material being sent out by the Fellowship, so [I] actually
know little about its activities except as I receive repercussions from the field [Australia]." Some of
these, he wrote, "give to those of us here at head46

quarters some cause for concern." The Fellowship
had become "a major denominational problem," he
continued, because of its "chapters or branches in
the various Divisions," and "the General Conference Officers, who recently gave considerable study
to reactions from the field, expressed considerable
concern over the situation that is developing." He
lamented that:
A very wrong impression is being given to the
world field as to the loyalty of many of the
Fellowship members to the old fundamentals of
the Advent message [Uriah Smith's view of the
king of the north and Armageddon], and that
scores of our workers and college students are
becoming confused as to many points of
denominational faith and teaching.

He specifically objected to inclusion of the poll on
controversial subjects in the official report of the
1950 College Bible Teachers' Council, and identified
the unanimity of the Bible teachers with respect to
Armageddon and the kings of the east (counter to
Uriah Smith's view) as the theological crux of his
objection.
Curiously, Elder Branson addressed this fourpage letter to "L.L. Caviness, Ph.D.," and "Prof.'
Raymond"F. Cottrell" but sent it to administrators
around the world and not to either of us. Puzzled
inquiries from Fellowship members around the
world a few weeks later provided our first intimation
of such a letter. Our first copy came from a personal
friend of Dr. Caviness, a Bible teacher at Helderberg
College in South Africa, who was a member of the
Fellowship. As Elder Branson stated frankly in his
letter, he himself knew little about the Fellowship
and what little he did know had come to him in the
form of ' 'repercussions from the field" - from
people who evidently did not know much more about
it than he did. Neither he nor they had sought firsthand information about it from any of the Bible
teachers or from the officers of the Fellowship before
taking action.
As chairman and secretary of the Fellowship, Dr.
Caviness and I both wrote Elder Branson requesting
information about the letter and an explanation of his
reason for sending it out. It was clear to us that he
and his informers were unwitting victims of misinformation which none had made an attempt to verify.
Two months later Roger Altman, administrative
secretary to Elder Branson, sent each of us a copy of
the letter with an apology for the omission of our
names from the list of recipients. For some months
Dr. Caviness and I sought unsuccessfully to clarify
matters with Elder Bran~on, explaining the role of
the Fellowship as a study group initiated by the
college Bible teachers and assuring him of our
individual and collective, complete and undivided
loyalty to the church and its leaders. BOuthe had
evidently decided that the Fellowship posed a grave
threat to the church, and that settled the matter. All

efforts to clarify the situation proved futile.
The immediate effect of his letter was to create an
even greater interest in the Fellowship than had
existed before. Twice as many membership applications were received during the year after his letter as
during any comparable period prior to it.
After some months of correspondence with Elder
Branson, I reluctantly concluded that further
attempts to clarify matters would be futile and that
more harm would result from defending the Fellowship than from discontinuing it in deference to the
well-being of the church as a whole. The key factor in
my decision was reluctant acceptance of his opinion
that denominational protocol precluded its existence.
The Fellowship was serving the Bible teachers of all
sixteen Adventist English-language colleges around
the world and had members in every world division
of the General Conference except one, and in every
union conference except one.
Accordingly, upon three occasions during the
winter of 1951-52 I proposed to Dr. Caviness that we
return the Fellowship to the college Bible teachers at
the proposed 1952 Bible Conference in Takoma Park,
Maryland, with the recommendation that it be disbanded. I also proposed that we request the General
Conference to make provision for Bible research
within the framework of the General Conference. He
reluctantly agreed that that would be the best course
of action under the circumstances.
But it was nevertheless, a deep disappointment to
all of the Bible teachers, to be so misunderstood and
misrepresented around the world-for what was
intended to be sincere and dedicated service to the
church - and to see the effective ministry of the
Fellowship brought to a close. The impasse to which
we had come was a modern version, in a religious
setting, of the age-long difficulty town and gown
have always experienced in trying to understand and
cooperate with each other. However, attempts to
resolve this particular difference of opinion - between the college Bible teachers and the General
Conference administration-were
marked on both
sides, from beginning to end, by goodwill and
mutual respect; relations never deteriorated to tne
personality level.
Simultaneously with my proposal that the Fellowship be disbanded, I drew up a formal recommendation that the General Conference establish an office
of Bible research and appoint a Bible research
committee. I sent copies of this recommendation to
several persons at the General Conference and to
other persons of influence in church affairs with
whom I was personally acquainted. I then arranged
with Clifford L. Bauer, president of the Pacific Union
Conference, for Dr. Caviness to attend the Bible
Conference as a delegate of the Pacific Union,
specifically that he might work out, with the Bible
teachers and the General Conference, the transfer of
Fellowship activities to the General Conference. A

few days later, Elder Branson personally invited him
to attend the Autumn Council and to participate in
arrangements for establishing the office of Bible
research and the new Bible Research Committee.
Walter E. Read of the General Conference secretariat was appointed chairman of the ad hoc
committee set up to make an in-depth study of the
king of the north and Armageddon, and to present
this subject at the 1952 Bible Conference. On behalf
of the committee and in preparation for the
conference, he corresponded with me at length over
a period of several months. Among other things, he
requested copies of a number of papers I had written
on various aspects of the subject for the Fellowship.
The ad hoc committee was eventually merged into
the Bible Research Committee, which presented a
formal report in the March, 1954 Ministry. This
report listed several of these papers, among others,
accepted their conclusions, and gave the papers
appropriate credit. The report consisted essentially
of-a resume of my paper, "Pioneer Views on Daniel
11 and Armageddon."
N ORDER TO counteract what he felt to
be the objectionable influence of the
Bible Research Fellowship (all of the
Bible teachers of the church, collectively), Elder Branson, as previously
noted, decided to convene a large ecumenical Bible
Conference to reaffirm the historic position of the
church on important points of Biblical interpretation
as he understood them. That conference met in the
Sligo Church in Takoma Park from September 1 to
13, 1952, a few days before the 1952 Autumn
Council. Most of the delegates to this conference
were from North America, but many from overseas
came early to attend both gatherings. Major attention was given to certain points of interpretation
listed in the questionnaire at the Bible Teachers'
Council two years before, to which Elder Branson
had taken particular exception, and especially to the
king of the north, the battle of Armageddon, and
related events. The Bible Conference was so
structured that only what might be called the
"official position" was to be mentioned publicly, and
no provision was made for discussion on the floorthough there was considerable "locker room"
discussion. To this end all papers were carefully
screened in advance, as were written questions from
the floor. In his lengthy, two-part presentation of
Armageddon and related. subjects, Elder Read took
the same position as that reflected by the college
Bible teachers in the 1950 poll.
Bible teachers attending the 1952 Bible Conference agreed to disband the Fellowship, and the
Autumn Council a few days later (September 17 to
27). appointed Walter E. Read to direct the office of
Bible research and set up a permanent "Committee
for Biblical Study and Research." Dr. Caviness

The 1952 Bible Conference met in the Sligo Church
September 1 to 13. Bible teachers attending that
conference agreed to disband the Bible Research
Fellowship because the General Conference was
establishing its own permanent office of Bible
Research.
courtesy: Review and Herald Publishing Association
thereupon laid plans to disband the Fellowship as of
December, 1952, when membership dues already
received would expire. In November the new
committee met for the first time under.the chairmanship of Elder Read. The guidelines drawn for it by
the General Conference officers specified the
objectives and procedures pioneered by the Bible
Research Fellowship. With the approval of their
authors, some thirty research papers awaiting consideration by the Fellowship were turned over to the
new committee, and Dr. Caviness wrote to the nine
local chapters inviting them to deal directly with
Elder Read and the new committee. Through the
columns of The Ministry an announcement was
made of the new committee and an invitation issued
for research papers to be contributed. There was
thus direct continuity between the Bible Research
Fellowship and the new Committee for Biblical Study
and Research.
The Bible Research Fellowship thus terminated
nearly ten years of pioneering ministry to the church,
during which time the Angwin chapter met regularly
one Sabbath afternoon each month. It was my
50

privilege to attend every meeting of the Fellowship
from 1943 to 1952, and every meeting of the new
Bible Research Committee from 1952 to 1975.
HE INFLUENCE OF the Bible Research Fellowship did not cease with
formal termination of its activities. In
ten short years it made an impact on the
denomination that has vitally affected
church life and work. There were both immediate,
tangible results, and less tangible but equally
important long-range results. The principal tangible
results consisted of:
1~ A permanent General Conference office of
Bible research, established in 1952, the year of
transition.
2. A permanent General Conference Committee
for Biblical Study and Research, also established in
1952.
3. The ecumenical Bible Conference of 1952, in
Takoma Park.
4. The principles of interpretation built into the
SDA Bible Commentary, 1952 to 1957. Practically all
of the writers and the two editors of the Commentary
were Bible teachers and members of the Bible Research Fellowship at the time they accepted their
assignments. The Commentary reflects the spirit,
the hermeneutical principles, and the interpretation
of Scripture encouraged by the Fellowship, and is a
living monument to it. These hermeneutical principles are also set forth at some length in my chapter

on principles of Bible interpretation in the book
Problems in Bible Translation; in my article on "The
Role of Israel in Old Testament Prophecy' , in
Volume 4 of the Commentary; and in numerous
unpublished papers on the subject.
Less tangible results of the Fellowship include:
5. A demonstration of effective group dynamics in
cooperative Bible study on the research level for the
first time in the history of the church. It brought the
college Bible teachers of the church - with their
concern for such study-together
in a permanent,
cooperative. working relationship in which mutual
respect and confidence, complete freedom of expression and investigation, and a spirit of dedication
and loyalty to the church prevailed.
6. A demonstration of the atmosphere necessary
for creative, cooperative research-level Bible study.
This atmosphere is composed of willingness to
recognize the Holy Spirit as the author, guardian,
and arbiter of truth, and to follow wherever the Spirit
leads; willingness to deal objectively and fairly with
all of the available evidence; and willingness to listen
attentively and with an open mind to the other
person's perspective of the truth, in the realization
that he may have a more accurate understanding of
some facets of it than I do, and with sincere respect
for his perception of truth and confidence in his
personal integrity, dedication, and loyalty to the
church. Such an atmosphere is vital to a successful
corporate quest for truth.
7. Its provision of a place to which the Bible

scholars of the church could take reports of their individual study for evaluation and constructive
criticism by their peers; that is, persons competent
to evaluate research-level study projects. Ellen
White counseled those who, in their study of the
Bible, find what they take to be a clearer understanding of truth, to submit their findings to persons
of experience-obviously persons with more experience than their own:
... the only safety for any of us is in receiving no
new doctrine, no new interpretation of the
Scriptures, without first submitting it to brethren
of experience. Lay it before them in a humble,
teachable spirit, with earnest prayer; and if they
see no light in it, yield to their judgment; for "in
the multitude of counselors there is safety."

But to whom can those with the best training and
highest degree of competence in Biblical studies go
for such counsel? Obviously, only to their peers; that
is, persons with comparable training and experience
in Biblical studies. The Bible Research Fellowship
provided a forum in which the results of Bible study
on the research level could be evaluated by a panel of
other competent Bible scholars, in an atmosphere of
mutual respect and confidence.
8. A demonstration that freedom to investigate
the Bible objectively, under the guidance of the Holy
Spirit, with an open mind and in mutual confidence,
is a far more effective catalyst for unifying competent, responsible, thinking persons than regimentation of thought. The Fellowship was unofficial in its
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organization and operation, and therefore had no
need to take a position or make a pronouncement. It
never did so. Its purpose was simply to help its
members in their individual quests for truth. Inasmuch as the Fellowship eventually included virtually
all the college BIble teachers of the church, through
them it made a major contribution to our collective
perception of truth. In this unofficial atmosphere the
investigation of alternative possible interpretations
and points of view could proceed in a relaxed, secure
atmosphere of mutual respect and confidence,
without fear of being misunderstood, or of recrimination or reprisal. The responsible scholarly exchange
and examination of alternative interpretations and
points of view in such an atmosphere seem essential
to any genuine quest Jor truth.
9. A demonstration that cooperation with others
in the quest for truth is a highly desirable safeguard
against weak spots in one's own reasoning process,
and that the experience of working with others in the
quest binds hearts and minds together in a richer
understanding of God's word. I feel that one of the
most valuable byproducts of the Bible Research Fellowship was the spirit of unity and fellowship it
provided for its members in their collective quest for
truth.
10. Its powerful incentive to diligent, thorough,
persevering Bible study on the research level, with a
view to ascertaining as accurate and complete an
understanding of the import of Scriptures as possible. It brought individual endeavor to understand the
Bible into sharp focus. The experience of critically
evaluating many scores of papers, analyzing an

Elder R. F. Cottrell was secretary of the Bible
Research Fellowship during the entire period of its
existence. Besides writing some of the papers
discussed by the Fellowship, he attended everyone
of its meetings from 1943 to 1952 as well as every
meeting of the later Bible Research Committee from
1952 to 1975.
courtesy: Pacific Union College

author's presuppositions, his hermeneutic, his
reasoning process, and the validity of his conclusions
in terms of the evidence he presented was also of inestimable value.
The church is deeply indebted to the Bible
Research Fellowship and to the dedication and vision
of its founder and leading spirit, Dr. Leon L.
Caviness. The church might well be served today by
a revival of the objectives, the incentives, the
principles, the atmosphere, the procedures, and the
spirit of fellowship in the quest for truth it provided
those who participated in it.
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Adventist academy, and then through Pacific Union
College, where he majored in religion and speech.
The first of his many lives was that of a preacher,
beginning as an evangelist in his home state of
Arizona. After this, he became a speech teacher at
Union College in Nebraska. Then, during World War
II, he served as a pilot for the Air Transport
Command. He followed this with a career in public
relations; and then founded his own company,
providing taped digests of professional materials for
physicians. In addition to the success of this enterprise, Pettis enjoyed his success as an avocado and
citrus rancher. His final vocation - that of politician
-lasted for the nine years he served as Congressman. A tragic airplane crash on Valentine's Day,
1975, claimed this noble life.
Wood uses her own personal recollections and the
reminiscences of Pettis' friends to reconstruct his
development. She details incidences that highlight
his positive characteristics; and also some, as she
puts it, that Pettis would rather have forgotten. The
picture one gets of the subject throughout is that of"a
very dedicated person, gifted with boundless
energy, who was determined to overcome obstacles
in his life. One skein running through all of Pettis'
careers is a certain restless drive-once he had
achieved success in one endeavor-to go on to new
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Miriam Wood, a former classmate and friend of
Jerry L. Pettis, has written a sympathetic, brief
biography about an extraordinary person. Among
the several distinctions that cover this man's life is
the fact that he was the first Seventh-day Adventist
to serve in the House of Representatives. First
elected in 1966, he represented California's Thirtyseventh Congressional District.
Wood states that she has attempted to capture
"the essence of the man himself." For this reason
she disclaims any definitives about the book. The
essences of Jerry L. Pettis as presented by Wood are
"boundless energy, ambition, and dedication to his
many lives." In reading the book, one is impressed
that Pettis had all of these qualities.
Jerry Pettis was born in Arizona on July 18, 1916,
one of five children of an Adventist school teacher.
He later left home to work his way through an
John Kearnes teaches political
University of Minnesota, Morris.
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science

at the
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challenges. In this respect, the book presents an
example of what can be done, not only through
providence, but through sheer determination.
Despite the biographical details, one comes away
from the book with a certain ambiguity about the
,'essence" of the man. This seems to be particularly
true in the recounting of Pettis-turned-politician.
Even though the author begins her narrative by
conjecturing that someday Pettis might have been
President, there is no solid evidence that he had any
serious interest in politics per see It is more apparent
that his entry into politics was the result of a
combination of events, including the fact that the
incumbent had left office, and that Pettis had friends
in the local Republican Party who encouraged and
supported his candidacy. In a relatively conservative
district, his winning the seat on his second try made
it plausible that he could make a career out of the
House of Representatives.
One learns very little about Pettis' political
philosophy, except that he believed government was
too big and too removed from the people and that it
was his primary role as a representative to serve in
the interests of his constituents. In this regard Pettis
played the delegate role in the Jeffersonian model of
representation.
And this delegate role set provides a possible
insight regarding the relationship or tension that
Pettis found in being a politician and a Seventh-day
Adventist. It is a matter of record that when the
House of Representatives was considering an
amendment to the Constitution to overrule the
Supreme Court's decisions on prayer and Bible
reading (which forbade the government to sponsor
such religious activities in public schools), Pettis
supported the amendment, which would ostensibly
allow prayer in public schools. He gave as his reason
for doing so that his constituent sentiment overwhelmingly favored such an amendment.
The leadership of the Seventh-day Adventist
Church and its Religious Liberty Department
opposed such an amendment, testifying to Congressional committees that it was unnecessary and
threatening to the separation of church and state.
One view of these events is that there was no
unanimity of opinion among Adventists as to the
essential relationship of religion to the state. But
what is missing in this biography is even a glimmer
of introspection about this discontinuity. In this
regard, Wood's biography is a call for serious
scholars of Adventism to get inside the lives of their
men of public life and trace the intellectual tensions
and the secularization process inherent in their
careers, instead of just presenting hero models for
Adventist youth.
The only career Pettis wanted to enter upon
graduation from college was law. He did not enter
law, however, because church leaders who counseled
him at that time indicated that the church looked

Doug Hackleman

unfavorably upon such a career. But, in circuitous
manner, he climaxed his life as a lawmaker.
Explanation needs to be made for the developments that allowed Pettis to enter into an analogous
career of politics; when, years before, the church's
hesitancy kept him from a legal career.
There is an ironic parallel between the life of the
first Adventist politician of whom we have record,
William C. Gage, and that of the first Adventist to
attain the high office of United States Congressman.
Both men left the ministry to enter careers in
business and politics.
It may be that as the Seventh-day Adventist
Church began with the Anabaptist view of religion
and politics, so do Adventist politicians make. that
generational journey across the Reformation to
Luther's stance on religion and public life.
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Marginal
Dear Editor:
,' ... Thank you for this outstanding piece of work!
My only criticism [of the last issue] is that there were
several spelling errors!!"
Very sincerely yours,
Evelyn B. Brown
Dear Editor:
"I have just finished reading Volume 2, Number 4
of Adventist Heritage, and have very much enjoyed
the splendid contents. My attention was distracted
time and again, however, by the totally inadequate
proof-reading ... "
Very sincerely yours,
Irene Wakeham
Dear Editor:
,'As Professor Emeritus of History at Walla Walla
College I enjoyed reading the recent issue of Adventist Heritage. However, for a professional journal
to allow so many typographical errors there is no excuse . . . I sincerely hope the next issue will be more
indicative of a professional journal and that the typist
and/or proof-reader will do a better job!"
Sincerely yours,
Frank E. Meckling
We apologize for the mistakes that appeared in the
last issue of ADVENTIST HERITAGE. Though they
occured during a time of change in the editorial
personnel of the journal, there was still no excuse for
letting so many errors get into print. We are attempting to insure that it doesn't happen again.
Obviously, we are not the first editors who have had
problems with typographical
errors. Sometime
before her death in 1855, Annie Smith, sister of
Uriah Smith and an early worker in the REVIEW
office in Rochester, New York, wrote the following
poem entitled "Proof-Reader's Lament. " It pretty
well sums up our feelings.
-The Editors
Proof-Reader's Lament
What news is this falls on my ear?
What next will to my sight appear?
My brain doth whirl, my heart doth quakeDh, that egregious mistake!
,'Too bad! too bad!!" I hear them cry
"You might have seen with half an eye!
Strange! passing strange!! how could you make
So plain, so blunderous a mistake!"
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Notes
Ah! where it happened, when and how,
This way or that, no matter now;
Myself from blame I cannot shakeFor there it is, that sad mistake.
Guilty, condemned, I trembling stand,
With pressing cares on every hand,
Without one single plea to make,
For leaving such a bad mistake.
From morn till night, from night till morn,
At every step, weary, forlorn,
Whether I sleep, or whether wake,
I'm haunted still with a mistake.
If right, no meed of praise is won,
No more than duty then is done;
If wrong, then censure I partake,
Deserving such a gross mistake.
How long shall I o'er this bewail?
"The best," 'tis said, "will sometimes fail;"
Must it then peace forever breakSummed up, 'tis only a mistake.
A smile is my delight to share,
A frown is more than I can bear;
How great the sacrifice I'd make,
If I could cease from a mistake.
"I'll try," my motto yet shall beWhate'er I hear, whate'er I see,
And for my own and others' sakes,
Look out betimes for all mistakes.

